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Immanuel Kant (1724-1804), whose grandfather was a Scot,
opened a new chapter in the history of philosophy.1 His political
ideas which he expounded only in his old age, have on some points
been interpreted in various ways, and he probably had reasons to
express himself about certain matters with reserve. There is no
doubt, however, that Kant's principal aim in politics was the
Reign of Law, by which he understood the greatest liberty of the
individual compatible with the liberty of all others. Kant,
therefore, was a liberal and his philosophy later became the gospel
of German liberalism. Nothing could be more absurd than the
view which has sometimes been put forward that he was a fore-
runner of modern Pan-Germanism, or that his " Categorical
Imperative " was identical with the spirit of the Prussian military
State.2 Kant hailed the American and French Revolutions, and
though he later was disgusted with Jacobin terrorism, and in
his lectures deprecated any revolt, his intimate friends knew that
he still believed in the essential right of the French Revolution,
and hoped that it would further progress towards his ideals. He
ardently wished for an enduring peace and elaborated a project
for bringing it about, in which he says that only republics can be
really peaceable, He recognized, however, that war too pro-
duced many noble qualities in men, and could be an instrument
of progress. Like all the great German thinkers and poets of
the time he was a convinced citizen of the world, and hostile to
all forms of nationalism. In his interesting description of national
characters he points out as a good side of the German character
that the Germans have no national pride and are cosmopolitan.3
Nevertheless, he assumed that Providence had created national
pride and prejudice in order to separate mankind into different
nations. Every nation cherishes the illusion that it is in some
respect superior to others, and governments favour such illusions.
Such blind instincts, however, which work on the animal side of
our nature, must be superseded by reason. " This national
mania (Nationalwahn}> therefore, must be exterminated and
1 His greatest predecessor was Leibniz, who must be mentioned here as the founder
of a powerful trend of thought which distinguished German philosophy from that of
England and France, and also for his defence of German nationality against French
plans of universal domination.   Most of Leibniz* books, however, are written in
French and Latin.   Cf. Kuno Fischer, Leibniz, 1902 ; V. Basch, Les doctrines politiques
des pMlosophes ckssiques de VAllemagne, 1927 ; Wilhelm Metzger, GeseUschaft, Recht und
Stoat in der Ethik des deutschen Idtalimus, 1917 ; K. Fischer, Kant, a vols., 1898 ; Aris,
op. cit.;  Rudolf Kress, Die so&okgischtn Gedanken Kants, 1929.
2 His concept of duty is entirely different from the machine-like discipline enforced
by !>russianism.   Cf. A. O. Meyer, Kants Etk& md der preussische Stoat in der Festschrift
f&r Erich Marks, "Vom staadichen Werden und Wesen", 1921.
* These descriptions,are collected in K. VorlSnder, Kants Weltanschauung aus semen
Werken, 1919, pp, 257-68.